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having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 1000) to amend title 49, United
States Code, to reauthorize programs
of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, and for other purposes, had come
to no resolution thereon.
f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 57 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.
f

b 1655

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. THORNBERRY) at 4 o’clock
and 55 minutes p.m.
f

AVIATION INVESTMENT AND RE-
FORM ACT FOR THE 21ST CEN-
TURY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 206 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 1000.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
1000) to amend title 49, United States
Code, to reauthorize programs of the
Federal Aviation Administration, and
for other purposes, with Mr. BONILLA in
the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIRMAN. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole House rose earlier
today, pending was Amendment Num-
ber 2 printed in part B of House Report
106–185 by the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. YOUNG).

The gentleman from Florida (Mr.
YOUNG) has 2 minutes remaining in de-
bate, and the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. SHUSTER) has 21⁄2 minutes
remaining in debate.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG).

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
Young-Kasich amendment.

This amendment guarantees that
aviation will get its fair share of the
funding. Our amendment allows us to
spend all of the aviation revenues and
spend them only on authorized avia-
tion purposes.

Since the trust fund was created in
1970, we have appropriated all of the
ticket tax revenues and more. And my
amendment does nothing to undermine
that policy. This is a policy that is fair
to the traveling public.

Our amendment deletes those parts
of the bill which bust the budget and
put FAA spending on autopilot. With-
out the amendment, AIR 21 makes al-
ready strained budget cap problems $3
billion worse each year because it guar-
antees a locked-in amount for general
fund appropriations.

Our amendment preserves the ability
of this Congress to control aviation
spending and provide real tax relief for
American families. This amendment is
endorsed by all of the leading budget
watchdog groups, including Citizens
Against Government Waste, the Con-
cord Coalition, and Americans for Tax
Reform.

Also, we have been advised that be-
cause of this section 103(b), the admin-
istration is recommending a veto on
the bill.

So I would suggest that it would be
in all of our best interest and in the
best interest of the aviation industry
and the flying public and in the best in-
terest of those who are committed to
balancing the budget and preserving
the surplus for Social Security and,
hopefully, in the future for a tax break
that we support this amendment and
take out the onerous part of this bill
that is a budget buster.

I would ask that our colleagues when
they come to the floor to take the op-
portunity to read the handouts that we
will have to show just exactly how this
is a budget buster and to be assured
that we are not taking one penny away
from the monies in the trust fund that
have been paid in by the traveling pub-
lic, the people who fly in airlines all
over this great Nation of ours.

So the concern that was expressed by
my colleague the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) earlier in the
debate that that would happen is just
not the case. That is guaranteed. That
is protected. That is there until some-
body changes the basic law. This
amendment does not change that. This
amendment keeps this bill from being
a budget buster.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I have been absolutely
astonished at the misinformation that
has been put out during the course of
this debate. People are entitled to dif-
ferent opinions, but they are not enti-
tled to different facts.

Read the bill. Fact one is, this does
not break the budget caps. This is
funded outside of the budget through a
tiny portion of the tax cut.

Fact number 2, this does not touch
the Social Security surplus.

Fact number 3, this eliminates gen-
eral funding.

We hear about general funding, the
use of the general fund, as though this
were something new. This has been a
part of the aviation bill from day one.

Indeed, the very commission that we
created indicated that it is proper for
there to be general funding for aviation
because it is in the public interest.
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Fact No. 4: We actually freeze the

level of general funding so there can be

no increase in spending from the gen-
eral fund, which takes pressure off the
appropriators in the future.

And Fact No. 5: When my colleagues
come to the floor, they should look at
what this does to their airport if this
passes. Primary airports will lose 67
percent of their entitlements; cargo
airports will lose two-thirds of their
entitlements. General aviation airports
will lose all of their entitlements.

The Speaker of the House supports
our legislation, the Democratic Leader
supports our legislation. Indeed, the
Speaker has said he will come to the
floor not only supporting this legisla-
tion, but actually will vote in favor of
our legislation.

So defeat this killer amendment so
that we can proceed to do what is right
for America and improve America’s
aviation system. Mr. Chairman, I urge
opposition to this amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BONILLA.) The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I demand a
recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 179, noes 248,
not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 207]

AYES—179

Aderholt
Archer
Armey
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barrett (NE)
Barrett (WI)
Barton
Becerra
Bentsen
Berman
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bliley
Blunt
Boehner
Bonilla
Boyd
Brown (OH)
Burr
Callahan
Calvert
Canady
Cardin
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Clayton
Clyburn
Coburn
Condit
Conyers
Cox
Cramer
Cunningham
Davis (FL)
DeLauro
DeLay
Dickey
Dicks
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Dreier
Dunn
Edwards
Ehrlich
Emerson

Eshoo
Etheridge
Everett
Farr
Foley
Fossella
Frelinghuysen
Gibbons
Gillmor
Goodlatte
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green (WI)
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hinchey
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holt
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kaptur
Kasich
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
Kingston
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaFalce
Latham
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Linder
Lofgren
Lowey
Luther

McCrery
McInnis
McIntosh
McKeon
Meehan
Miller (FL)
Miller, George
Minge
Mollohan
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nethercutt
Obey
Olver
Ose
Oxley
Packard
Pastor
Pelosi
Pickering
Pitts
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Ramstad
Regula
Riley
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salmon
Sanford
Sawyer
Scarborough
Schaffer
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
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